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- The Alarmmg Phllosophy Involved in  CIA Su:t

in court, even by the CIA, " malicious imbnnnernthasbeen
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- In & bizarre legal action in.
.. [Baltimore, one FEstonian-
T 'emigre is suing another for -

slandering him by calling him"

:a Soviet secret agent, The-
tdefense, to which the CIA
fcertmcs, is that the defendant .
‘emigre was a CIA agent
, ?acl,mg under CIA orders and
. itherefore totally immune from,
*# \legal responsibility for what"
. - ‘he said publicly about his
+  Hellow emigre,
' The government is taking
jthis matter very seriously-
yboth from the point of view of .

prwﬂcge of government
‘officials in the performance of
itheir duties.

“ “in this legal action, whether
:or not the CIA's emigre lied -
“or told the truth in labelling

Soviet agent. The government
to do so by his employer, the -

be called into court to answer
for his acts,

mattor that a number of CIA ©
*, people have come in from the
cold to appear publicly in #
ecourt  in - Baltimore. Five -
~ government  lawyers  are

.=+ handling the CIA agent in his -

+ = ¢4 'court appearances, pulling -

"' him off the stand at 1ntervals

;- |to instruct him in his answers '

% lto questions so that he will not

' unwittingly reveal how . hhe

CIA spy apparatus works,

~‘ * { Only the great ﬁlotlonal,

; . Becret Agent 007, James'!
L gBond,  would , know
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o 'shxeldmg the black arts of the .
QCIA and in establishing the

i1 Tt does not seem to matber, :
‘his fellow Estonian as a .

CIA, and therefore he cannot , .

. So serious s this whole""outer perimeters”

Yscope of his public employ- . made by government officials -

- “and employes. L
officials acting in good faith -

,what ,ls)L Emhlybow
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. really going on, who Is a
double or triple agent and -
why the CIA ordered its agent
to denounce his fellow emigre. '
.-The CIA may be beyond
comprehension, but the: legal ;
prltnciple on which it mlles is .
‘nol
w This Is a hlghly perniolous
principle as 1t is being applied ..
< and is appalling in its uitl- "
. mate implications. Any truth .
.+ or lie uttered by a public -
| official against any citizen,
under this principle, is privi-
_ leged if the truth or lie was
. uttered In the line of duty. A

. standard, has the
immunity a3 a member of °
+ Congress in what he says -
durmg official sessions of i
« Congress. Presumably anyone -
S'who publishes what the offi-
" cial says would have the same
immunity, A bureaucrat can
therefore call an

recourse if the bureaucrat
j was acting on official instruc-
' tions, or even within the

ment

. This seems
“absurd that It shocks the
- sensibllities to hear it put

forward in this context as

principle, =8 speak with malice end are: '

~proved wrong then i# is the. ', American
::victim of their words who is , . invelved,

- without protection and must ..
.. 'The Estonian who made the -
dharge would be bard put b0 be the

sound legal

« principle, by the way, which
ag 8 federal judge in Balii-
~ more completely stumped.

prove it wihhorut and
. with, the ﬁ“c'm
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honest
contends that he was ordered . citizen a thief and get away
“with 1t. The citizen has no :

of the -

50 patently ..

is bo be pmved Estonian emlgra. 'cm. oty 1 Bmv. Maten declsbn. BN N

who denies the :-

that a person
vehemently is or’

. charge so
was fin dihe empl

' Russian KGB is a little hard

of the

to visualize. What obviously -

bothers the CIA is not that

one of its agents might have -
. Oapitol policernan, is immune
. in ‘what he says of a citizen xf"
‘by the most liberal combmc-i
. tion such statements lie wnthint
-the outer perimenters of his, -
- duty. There must be sorme )

to pay a heavy judgment for.
slander, There are plenty of
" seeret funds for that contigen-
-~oy. But if # could prove the
. Estonian was a KGB agent it..
-would have %o reveal how it

found out. The ' possibility ',

" always remains that # could -
not prove the accusation even

, after revealing how i found
 government official, by this - out '
same -

Ifmea-ocusedEsbomanish .
fact an apent of KGB, as-
caverred by CIA, he is vm-y

i cunning amd audecious He
- gave the FBI a perfect )
" tunity %o arrest him b ap-

earing in court in B

- Jast weok.

The principle of immunity.
for official uajc‘hs and sbate-
ments may be justified in
many cases., A 54 Supreme

#1 Court decision in ¢he Bamr V.7 :sh
+Mateo oase, also a slander: |
esbablished khe ' im- ;.

'actlon,
munity of public statoments "

Government .,
~are enbitled to  qualified

- protection if they speak ,
without malice. But if rbhey

case at present,
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created for the destruction of; i
a mman's enbire career by

~careless or venomous publici

officials, and he has no rem-;
edy. Every Internal Revenue,
agent, customs inspector, FBI,
egent, narcotics agent, even a

sharper defined point where’

Ahe scope of his duties ends. ’

We have moved into now
condifions since Barr V.,
i Mateo and since the fate’
Judge Leammed Hand came
down in favor of giving the,
benefit of the doubt and good,
faith to public offictals lest’
harassing logal actions damp-’

. en their andor in the dis-

charge of their duties, The'

.. relations between the dndivid-'
- 'ual and the govermment have:

“multiplied. The hand of the’

" law and the eye of the tyrant

_are a lilile heavier and a litlle”

. CIA’s im

lhe‘ memed&m

arper,
Judge Roszel C. ’nhomsen.
who is sitting in this case, is
not d0 be envied, He has
rightly shown respect for the;
Xcrartive for secrecy. -

How CIA can maintain ils.
sccrecy without immunity is;
;the problem, But entirely

i aside from the two Estonians

a broader and longer range:
tmperative i3 also|
that of protecting

the citizen érom mealicions |

suffer unjustly, That scems Oo",, dcts by government, Perhaps

: bhis cdse witl give a duﬂemnt—‘
Court
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